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THE DATE O¥ THE EXODUS IN THE LIGHT OF 
THE EXTERNAL EVIDENCE OF ARCHAEOLOGY 


Chapter I 


USE OF THE BIBLICAL: MATERIAL 


A study of Biblical traditions concerning the laying of 
the foundations of the Hebrew nation discovers elements that 
are very uncertain. Yet, Wadie sens details may be uncer- 
tain, the essential parts -- such as the residence of He- 
brew tribes in Egypt, the personality end the leadership 
of Moses, the Exodus, the crossing of the Red Sea, the 
covenant at Horeb-Sinai, and the political and religious 
organization at Kadesh -- have been through modern criticism 
remarkably confirmed. 

The Biblical historical material for this period is a 
combination. of four main sources; J, E, D,.and P, ail of 
which are traditions that have passed through various pro- 
cesses of transformation. In this transformation many of 
the original details have become indistinct, or to avoid 
offense have been transformed to meet the demands of later 
conceptions, In this later process some have even become 
displaced. Withel, the primitive features still to be 
seen in many of the details, and which could have no 
meaning for later times, stamp them as ancient; and by 
their light we are able to be taken back to times even 


before Moses. 
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In these traditions of Hebrew literature we find 
constant reference to Israel's residence in Kgypt, to- 
gether with their enslavement; and the purpose of this 
paper is to attempt to discover if the external sources of 
the monuments furnish us confirmation of these supposedly 
historical events. Is it possible that a nation would 
invent such a story of enslavement concerning itself, to- 
gether with its exodus, and that we have reasonable room 
to doubt it? These stories of the earliest beginnings of 
a nation's history are, to what extent, strict history? 

Can the Fatriarchs be dissolved into astral deities, Heroes, 
in which are to be seen not only the experiences of individu- 
als but of tribes? Or can we say that the personal elements 
in these stories are too definite and pronounced to be ac- 
counted for in this manner? Recognizing the somewhat com- 
plicated material in the Biblical sources historically ,what 
have we to offer as the most satisfactory explanation ob- 
tainable of the varying representations met with in these 
accounts? 

Burney says, in his book Israel's Settlement in Canaan, 
that "the best way to reach historical results, as represented 
by the 'facts' deduced from the evidence of literary and 
historic criticism of the Old Testament, is to combine them 
with the evidence of archaeology, for the external examination 
of the Old Testament writings cannot yield the best results 
apart from the application of the external evidence supplied 
by archaeology." (1) 


1) Burney, Israel's Settlement in Canaan, 
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In dealing with the exodus and repe@el's settlement 
in Canaan we must rely first on records, records as written 
documents, documents that are far removed from the period 
with which they deal. The events recorded in these documents 
have been handed down, in the form of stories, across a con- 
siderable period; they have been told and retold around camp- 
fires and beside the well; and they have undergone some amount 
of transformation and modification in the process.(1) Con- 
cerning the historical trustworthiness of these traditions, 
in the form in which they have come down to us, we must #- 
member first that they are composite in character, consisting 
of substrata of ancient narratives, presenting variant tra- 
ditions; and second, that they have been combined by later 
writers, editors, in not a single,but repeated, process and 
separated by a considerable period of years. This conclu- 
sion is held in all essentials by every representative of the 
critical school of Old Testament scholars. 

The Uibeer to the question of the historic probability 
of the numerous events contained within these records will 
depend upon the relation each statement bears with other 
statements in the same records, and with parallel records 
‘within the Old Testament itself, and especially upon the 
corroboration offered by extra-biblical references, i.e., 
the evidence of archaeology. 

The highest form of evidence is the expressed mention 
of a ‘tfact' as it is recorded in the Biblical records; and 
the secondary form, which is of very great value, is the 


general conception which external records enable us to form 


(1) Burney, Israel's Settlement in Canaan, p. 5 
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of the conditions of life within the scope of our inguiry, 

in so far as the general agreement, or non-agreement, of 

this conception of the Biblical records serves to corroborate, 
or invalidate, the statements of the latter. 

W. Robinson Smith in a summary statement(1) says that 
"The Old Testament does not furnish us with a history of 
Israel, though it supplies us with the material from which 
such a history can be constructed." From a critical study 
of this material the nistorical events as now accepted by 
Biblical scholars might be outlined briefly something like 
this: Jacob, known as Israel, and his elder brother, Esau, 
or Edom, were grandsons of Abram, or Abraham, of Hebron, in 
south Palestine. Their father Isaac was associated with Beer- 
Sheba, south of Hebron, and Abraham's nephew, Lot, was fa- 
ther of Moab and Ammon. Abraham was thus the ancestor’ 
of the Hebrews -- a wider term than Israel. In response to 
Yahweh he entered Canaan, journeying from Shechem to Bethel, 
thence south. Later Jacob left his father and brethren 
and settled among Arameans, apparently south of Damascus, 
and after some years re-entered with the sons of his 
Aramean wives, settling first at Shechem, then south. 

Driven into Hgypt by a famine the family was protected by 
a friendly Pharaoh, but under a later hostile monarch the 
children, for the family had grown to be a number of inter- 
related tribes, suffered grievous oppression. Moses, one 
of their number, and a fugitive from justice, while feeding 


(1) W. Robertson Smith, Preface to Wellhausen's Prolegomena 
io the History of israel, p. vil. 
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the flocks of his father-in-law, in one version the 
priest of Midian, was raised up by Yahweh to deliver his 
people. With his brother Aaron he headed the exodus from 
the house of bondage. After a series of signs and wonders, 
culminating with the miraculous crossing of the Red Sea, 
Israel escaped and marched to Horeb, Sinai, where was the 
solemn covenant between Yahweh and his people and the pro- 
mulgation of the various religious, legal, and other insti- 
tutions of the future. (1) 

It is impossible because of the nature of this paper 
to point out the difficulties involved in the account of 
the exodus as given by these Old Testament records, as seen 
in the discussion of the Israelite tribes, the numbering of 
the mixed multitude as given in Ex. xii. 37 which would total 
some two million of Israelites, or the relation of the tribes 
of the exodus to the tribes afterwards known, etc., as there 
are no contemporary documents. It would also be irrelevant 
to the subject. But there is a general consensus of opinion 
| among Biblical scholars and Egeyptologists that the exodus 
from Egypt did not include the whole of the tribes. It was 
only a relatively small band, a few tribes. SHOU aL 
Israel went down into Egypt and returned." Too, we must 
remember that the traditions of the exodus proper, for 
there are two traditions, may have been influenced by move- 
ments in Palestine from the eastern extent of Egypt. for 
the actual settlement of the Patriarchs, which seems to 


(1) ©. A.cdok,-came- Ant; Hist. Vie; ¢.14, pp. 352-3, 
Rise of Israel. 
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allow for no account of a sojourn in Egypt be cures. and 
the exodus story proper may differ because, Since not all 
‘Israel went into Egypt "those who remained in the land would 
have a tradition of settlement different from those who took 
part in the exodus; and of the traditious we have only frag- 
ments."(1) Perhaps there is a considerable body of the 
nature of Chronicles that has disappeared in favor of the 
sojourn in Egypt as we now have it. Facts seem to prove 
that some Israelites remained behind; and what are the true 
relations of the tribes of the exodus 6: tite tribes after- 
wards known as israel, which remained behind, we may not know. 
Burney holds(2) that only the Rachel or Joseph tribes so- 
journed in Egypt, while Simeon, Levi, and elements of Judah 
were in the desert regions near Kadesh; and that Asher, Zebu- 
lon, Issachar, Reuben, Gad, Dan, and Naphthali were in Ca- 
naan all along, the first three in the far north between 
Phoenicia and Gennesaret. the Joseph tribes under Joshua 
attacked Canaan from the east while Simeon, Levi and Ju- 

dah, augmented by otner elements, made independent thrusts 
from the south. Settling down they afterwards ad- 

vanced their conquests farther north into the hill coun- 

try. The remaining tribes entered Canaan by other means and 
at other times. AS a result "We are bound therefore to at- 


tach weight to that which would picture the exodus and 


(1) Cambridge Ancient History, Vol. 2, pp. 358-361. 
(2) Burney Israel's Settlement in Canaan, pp. 36-84. 
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conquest as gradual and partial rather than comparatively 
thoroughgoing and complete."(1) History, we see, favors 
thus the existence of a real historical kernel in the 


Biblical sources. 


1) Burney, Israel's Settlement in Canaan, p. <5. 
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Chapter II 
THE HYKSOS THEORY. 1780--1580 B. C. 


(A). A Historical Survey of the Period. 

Recent archaeological discoveries have yielded con- 
siderable material as to the original es of the Semites 
to whom the Hebrews belong. It appears to have been in 
Arabia, and from there the migrations were racial movements. 
The earliest of these seem to have taken place about 5000 B.C. 
and displaced a considerable non-semitic civilization both 
in Babylonia and Palestine (excavations of Gezer-Macalister). 
In time Hgypt came under the influence of these Semites. 
Monuments dating to 5400 B. C. and relating to copper mines 
in the southern end of the Sinai peninsula contain figures 
with clear Semitic features, indicative of their influence. 

A second wave of Semitic migrations brought the Amor- 
ites into Syria, and even Palestine and Egypt were kept busy 
checking these aggressive invaders. These Amorites are 
said to have held themselves intrenched in Palestine until 
finally they were driven out, or absorbed, by the Hebrews. 
The Egyptian story of Sinuhe of the middle kingdom, 2000 B.¢., 
reveals the closest commercial communication and diplomatic 
relationship between Egypt and Palestine in which the Amor- 
ites prove to be a hignly civilized people.(1) ‘The four- 
teenth chapter of Genesis gives an account of an Elamite 
invasion in which five Palestinian kings are defeated. 


Abram, residing near Hebron, confederate of the Amorite, 


(1) Barton, Archaeology and the Bible, vo. 108. 
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comes to their aid. Some of the features of the five kings 
are to be verified historically. Amraphel is a faulty 
transcription of Hammurabi; Arioch, king of Ellasar, is pro- 
bably Eri-Aku, the equivalent of Arad-Sin, king of Larsa. 
But there are difficulties in the way of making Abraham a 
contemporary of Hammurabi and the chieftain of Amorite troops. 
Abraham was the leader of an Aramean movement, for the Is- 
raelite was taught to say, "An Aramean ready to perish was 
my father," and this migration did not take place until sev- 
eral centuries afterwards. However this incident is quite 
independent of other elements in the Koen tradition(1) 

About two centuries afterwards another migration of 
Semitic origin took place resulting in the occupation of 
Palestine by the Canaanites and Egypt by the Hyksos. These 
Shepherd Kings were of the fifteenth and sixteenth dynasties, 
2091 B. C. according to Petrie, and from 1650-1580 according 
to Breasted. They governed the entire country. They were 
nomads from the east and their language proves them to have 
been of Semitic origin. They adopted Egyptian culture, 
oppressed the natives, and about 1500 B. C. were driven from 
Egypt into northern Syria. Dr. Hall(2) holds that the 
Israelites left Egypt with the Hyksos or in connection with 
the same movement. This theory is also put forward by 


Gardner. (3). 


1} See Peritz, Old Testament History, p. 54. 
pe * ae Ancient Ancient ijistory of Near East, p. 408. 
tS Gardner, Geography of the Exodus, p. 204 
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Historical remains are scanty and Egyptologists still 
differ on many points. These strangers were a landless 
people seeking a new home. They came not for greed of 
warlike glory, not even with the prospects of plunder, but 
with a motive far more terrible. Our knowledge of them is 
too slight to allow any positive conclusions except that their 
departure is well fixed -- 1587-1562, Petrie; and 1580-1557, 
Breasted. Breasted has advanced the theory that they were 
a mixed body of adventurers led perhaps by Hittites, invaders 
from the north. The great outstanding fact about this 
period, centering around 1700 B. C., proves it to have been 
a period of great disturbances. For at least a hundred 
years the Hyksos held their place in Egypt, then they moved 
out, expelled by the rivalry of native princes. They did not 
leave in haste or in sudden fear. Many, perhaps a remnant, 
went forth to wander as of old. When driven out of Egypt they 
made a stand at Sharuhen (Joshua xix.6). Here they were be- 
sieged by Ahmose I, as is recorded in a biography which the 
naval officer Ahmose caused to be inscribed on the wall of, 
his rock tomb in El Kab fifty miles south of Thebes(1). 
Josephus was one of the first to advance the theory of the 
exodus of the Hebrews with the expulsion of these peoples. 
According to this view Abraham became the great tribal 
leader leading the Hyksos-Hebrews from Haran to South Canaan 
and finally taking their possession in Egypt. 


(1) Breasted, Ancient Hist. Records. V. TT me Dad b= 165 
Barton, Archaeology and the Bible, py. 110. 
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(B). Archaeological Evidence for the Exodus. 

In 1913 there were wane Tsnea for the first time two 
Hieratic papyri in the Hermitage of Petrograd, from which it 
becomes evident that the Seventh to the Tenth dynasties were 
marked by invasion of the Egyptian deltas by Asiatics (Aamu) 
from the east. It purports to be a prophesy written before 
the events which it describes, and foretells a saviour. “A 
king shall come from the south whose name is Ameny ..... the 
Asiatics shall fall by his sword. * From this it may be 
regarded as certain that this period was invaded by Asiatics. 
Now, this fact is important for it is here that some his- 
torians place the descent of Abram into Egypt. And, on 
first sight, this does seem to connect strangely with the 
traditional date of the Exodus as contained in the Old 
Testament. 

In I Kings vi.l, we are told that the number of years 
from the building of Solomon's temple to the exodus is 480 
years. the temple date can be found by reckoning back from 
the known Assyrian date 854 B. C., for the battle of Qaraar, 
at which Ahab and Benhadad of vamascus were allies. This 
was in Ahab's twenty-first year (I Kings, xx.354)}). Reckoning 
back the length of reigns as given in I Kings we get 970 
for the ascension of Solomon and 966 for the beginning of 
the temple (I Kings vi.1l). The date for the exodus was thus 
1446 B. ©. In Exodus xii.40, the length of the sojourn in 
Egypt is 4350 years. Jacob's descent into Egypt would 


then-fall-in-1876 B. Cc. Isaac, who was sixty years old 
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when Jacob was born, must have been born in 2066 B.C. And, 
since his birth took place after the return of his father 
from Egypt, this last must have happened about 2066 B. CQ. 

If this traditionalist view be correct we can identify 
perhaps the "And Abraham went down into Egypt to sojourn 
there; for the famine was grievous in the land," with the 
early ASiatic invasion of the Petrograd papyri. However, 
the value of the figures which appear in Hebrew tradition 
must be discounted by the fact not only that they are at 
best a relative chronology, but because when they did get 
into writing they were not proof against alteration. It 
is an axiom of paleography that numbers are much more 
liable to alteration or corruption than words. Now in the 
case of the Bible manuscripts, the Pentateuch in its present 
form, or nearly so, had already been committed ~ writing as 
early as the fourth century B. C.; yet the earliest copy 
which has survived dates from the tenth century A. D., the 
Greek translation from the third century, and a Samaritan of 
the same date, which only emphasizes the risk of error. For 
illustration: the sojourn of the Hebrews, a period of 430 
years (Exodus xii.40-41), is in the Greek and the Samaritan 
reduced to 215 with the addition of the words "And in the 
land of Canaan."(1) 

Let us met tue Gamera that the story of Abram as told 


in the Bible is not a double to that of Jacob and that the 


(Ll) Peet, T. Eric Egypt and the Old Testament, 1923, p. 26. 
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Hebrew tradition is Gerrect in making him, whether an 
historic individual or a particular tribe, real. then he 
must have left Egypt before 2080 B. C., and it is not im- 
possible that the story is an echo in Hebrew tradition of the 
Petrograd papyri; the period which gave to Canaan its Semitic 
population and to Babylonia its first dynasty. Yet it isa 
doubtful question and may have no historical value whatsoever, 
and the evidence does not justify the conclusion that the 
story oi the migration of Abram preserves a faint record of the 
second Semitic migration. The narrative.of Abram's stay in 
Egypt is not proven either as to its authenticity or its date. 

There is however a famous scene from an Egyptian tomb 
with the title "The Arrival of Abram in Egypt." -- A scene 
in which a scribe called Neferhoph leads before him a small 
group of Syrians. He is called ‘Ruler of a foreign country.'! 
The date is roughly 1900 B. ¢. But the idiemitata thes with 
Abram is impossible since the leader's name is Ihsha. It is 
however interesting to note that the features of the group 
are those of Israelites and that the picture reflects the 
native attitude toward the Syrians in this period. They are 
regarded as a people whom they had at one time defeated and 
driven out and whom they were wont to defeat. 

There are those too who would hold the Israelite exodus 
to be identical with the expulsion of the Hyksos. Semites, 
by the kings of the Seventeenth and early Bighteenth dynasties. 
At Thebes Lord Carnarvon discovered a wooden tablet which had 


served some Egyptian as a copy book. in-ink is part?of'a 
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copy of an inscription, evidently set in stone on some 

temple and now lost. Here we find King Kames of the Seven- 
teenth dynasty engaged in the task of expelling the Hyksos. 
“I have gone forth victorious," he says, "to drive back the 
Asiatics by the command of Amon." ‘Later we find his succes- 
sor Aahmes besieging Avaris, the Hyksos capital in Egypt. 
This marks the sack of Avaris and the expulsion of the Hyksos 
from Egypt. 

Dr. Hall is inclined to believe that the exodus must be 
considered as an incident in the expulsion of the Hyksos and 
dates the exodus as 1580 B. C., since he holds that in the 
Knabiru of the Tel-el-Amarna letters (1380) we are to see 
the Hebrews under Joshua entering Palestine. He does so by 
lengthening the forty years in the wilderness to two hundred 
years. But this involves serious chronological difficulties 
and for this and other reasons has not been widely accepted 
by scholars. He also makes the entry of the Jacob tribes 
in Egypt to fall in the Hyksos period which began not earlier 
than 1780 and ended in 1550 B. €.,, but this is. a point which 
cannot be proven. The Hyksos date for the entry is not accey- 
ted by all authorities. 

Burney points out that the Samaritan transcript of the 
Bible, as well as the Septuagint, gives 400 years for a 
sojourn “and in the Land of Canaan", that is to say, the- 
whole patriarchial period. He believes that the exodus took 
place under King Merneptah of the Fourteenth dynasty, about 
1225-1215 B. C., and by adding 250 years to this he obtains 


the rough date for the entry in 1435 B. C., a year within 
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the reign of King Amennotep II of the Seventeenth dynasty -- 
the very date some writers would assign the exodus. The view 
is not impossible but it involves the throwing over of the 430 
years given by the Hebrew texts of the Bible for the sojourn, 
as well as the identification of the Khabiru of the ‘iel-el- 
Amarna letters with the Hebrews under Joshua. He may be 
justified, for the identification of the letters is not cer- 
tain, though probable. 

Wreszinski, whose beliefs are similar to Hall's, has 
adopted the view that the tribes of Jacob, Joseph, and Levi 
entered Egypt with the Hyksos. Petrie in His History of 
Egypt, vol. VI, p. 257, calls this view a splendidly mis- 
taken one. He says that the account of the defeat of the 
Hyksos and that of the expulsion do not correspond. But 
the view is interesting and if correct would open earlier the 
history of the Israelites. These men believe they can over- 
come the difficulty of the period existing between Moses, 
1500 B. C., the date of the exodus and the entry under Joshua 
by saying that the exodus contains two separate series of 
historic events mingled together. That the one is the story 
of the exit with the Hyksos and that the other is an event 
which may belong in the Amarna period, consisting of a combina- 
tion of Hebrews, Israelites, and iphraimites entering from 
the east of Jordan. This to some seems artificial and only 
on the supposition that the expulsion was as late as 45 BE. a. 


could the theory be harmonious with the traditions, reliable 
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traditions, of the exodus. (1). Other reasons that have 
been given for the improbability are that.no section seems 
to have retreated to the kadesh-Barnea region. The documents 
prove them to have retreated directly to the hill country 

in Syria, retiring first to Judah. So it does not look as 
though the expulsion of the Hyksos had to do with the Hebrew 
exodus. Moreover, the exodus account implies that the 
Israelites remained in Egypt after the expulsion of the Hyk- 
sos. Their lives were rendered bitter, and that their period 
of oppression was no short one is clear from the account of 
the store-chambers and Exodus 1.20: "The people multiplied 
and waxed mighty." If this period is held the period of 

the oppression must be abandoned. And without an oppression 


there may never have been an exodus. 


Summary for Part Two. 

The summary of the Hyksos theory then is that Israel 
was in Egypt under one form or another. The Hyksos invasion 
and subsequent expulsion affords sufficient basis for the 
origination of the legend. Israel was in Egypt but remem- 
bered nothing of its own exodus, but only the expulsion of 
the Hyksos in a distorted form; and memory of certain unhappy 
events which perhaps had never happened to the people at all 
were made part of their national consciousness. Dr. Gardney 
who believes this, refers to Dr. H. R. Hall's Ancient History 
eo: the Near Bast, Ist ed., pp. 408-9, as’ the source of his 


views. The Israelites had forgotten that they had been in 


(1) Jacks, Date of the Exodus, p. 173. 
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Egypt, and only believed that they had succeeded in leaving 
it with great difficulty because the Hyksos had been expelled 
from it against their will. That centuries after Israel 
had left Egypt some writer took over the story of the op- 
pression which happened (if at all) to some other people, ana 
that his narrative was accepted as historical. Therefore it 
incorporates extraneous material of a discreditable sort 
which formed no part of the national experience, and these 
and other elements were somehow amalgamated into a story 
which in the resulting form contains not a single element 
of truth. 

In testing this theory the question is raised: If 
the expulsion of the Hyksos is reflected in our Biblical 
narrative we should expect to find points of contact between 
the two. And in all there is not a single point of contact 
with the Pentateuch,. The Hyksos are outside the ken of the 
Pentateuch; and they belong 6 a set of circumstances so 
totally different that their possibility is excluded. The 
only point of contact is that the uyksos left Egypt and so 
did the Israelites and it seems impossible to suggest that 
the people had forgotten that they themselves had been in 
Egypt. 

As to the origination and the adoption of the story 
of the exodus their explanation is not suitable. For 
by what sort of scientific justification can be put for- 


ward the suggestion that a narrative was ever compounded 
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in the way claimed? Such a theory requires us to suppose 

that it was accepted, by a people it dishonored, as the 
authentic record of its past, although it had never experienced 
such episodes,and that it was held in such reverence that it 
came to be regarded as the word of God. This hypothesis 


appears to be woven of such stuff as. dreams are made of. 
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Chapter III 


THE AMARNA THEORY. About 1400 5.U.--1366 B.C. 


(a.) Historical Survey of the Period. . 

The struggle against the Hyksos brought to Egypt a 
united effort which eventuated in Egyptian supremacy which 
jasted for more than a century and a half. Under Thutmose 
III, 1501-1447 B. C., and again under Amenhotep III, 1411- 
1575 b. U., Egypt extended her sway through Syria to the 
Euphrates to Aleppo. this period is sometimes called the 
Tel-el-Amarna period because a place of that name-in Egypt, 
160 miles south of Cairo, revealed, in 1877 A. D. clay tablets 
which proved to be reports and letters of Egyptian officials, 
in Syria and Palestine, to their kings in Egypt. In particu- 
lar the governor of Jerusalem, Abdi-Hiba, who appears to have 
stood faithfully for the interests of Egypt, makes urgent and 
repeated requests for Egyptian troops, stating that unless 
they can be speedily sent the whole country will be lost to 
Egypt. His letters imply that the invaders come from the 
south, ‘the land of Seir', and he calls them Habiru, a term 
not used in letters from the north. The governor near 
Jerusalem pleads for help against the SaGaz. In the south-~ 
ern portion the rulers describe the Habiru-sSauaz who were 
attacking the land unchecked by any effective Egyptian 
control. Abdi-Hibas' letter reads (no. 288) 'Behold the 
land of Seir as far south as Gath-Carmel. Its princes are 


wholly lost; and hostility prevails against me. As sure 
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as there is a ship in the midst of the sea .....the Habiru 
are seizing the cities of the king.’ 

The language of these letters is Babylonian and the 
kings addressed are Amenhotep III and IV, which fixes the 
date of the correspondence roughly about 1400 BE. C. ‘the 
tone of the letters indicates that Egyptian hold is loosening 
and that these letters are numerous calls for help from 
invaders. Among the 560 documents six alone are from 
Jerusalem and the name of the foe described is Hatti and 
Habiru. Barton identifies these latter wi thi the Hebrews and 
by some it has generally been held that the Hatti are the 
Hittites. 

The evidence of this so-called migration which over- 
flowed Syria compares decidedly with the story of the con- 
quest of Palestine by people we know as the Hebrews; and by 
some are identified with the Israelites from Kadesh Barnea. 
Are these Habiru Hebrews? 

The ache TPi cots dn of Habiru and Hebrews was first made 
by Conder in 1890 and also by Dr. H. Zimmern and is a sub- 
ject for discussion. The fact that ‘'Ibri't could probably 
be reproduced in Cuneiform as Habiru makes the view reason- 
able. Peet in Egypt and the Old Testament states that 
"the cuneiform letters are perfect sound dquivalents for 
Hebrew." And while we cannot prove it we are left with the 
feeling that the identification of the Habiru with the He- 


brews of Bible history is far from unlikely." But we also 
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have evidence, in letters, that the Habiru were also iden- 
tified with the Hittites who were encroaching upon the land 
from the north. Consequently the question is raised--could 
they be the Hebrews of the exodus? = who were the SaGaz 
wits whom they were associated? Can the Habiru-SaGaz move- 
ment be equated with the entry into Canaan of the people of 
the exodus? 

There are those who identify the Hebrews wholly or 
partially as the SaGaz. | 

Winckler discovered in the Boghaz Keui tablets a list 
of deities which had ilain ha-ab-bi-ri god of the Habir. 
And in @ parallel list TIlain-Sg-Gaz, an ideogram standing 
for Habiru. Moreover Sa-Gaz has been found on temple re- 
cords of the Zarsa dynasty and seems to have referred te 
officials living in Babylonia. The occurrence of several 
personal names found on Babylonian tablets of the Cassite 
period, which can be identified as Hittite, namely HA-BI-RI, 
HA-BI-IR-SI, and perhaps Habiri, point to the probability 
that this designation was identified in some way with these 
people. These facts make it reasonable to look upon the 
Habiru not as Hebrews from the south but some way related 
to the Hittites, if they are not Arameans. 


Here then are the two views: Peet identifies the 


Habiru with the Hebrews, and Winckler shows that Habiru and 


SaGaz are practically the same, but perhaps not identified 
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with the tribes coming out of Egypt, consequently not to 

be equated with the entry into Canaan of the people of the 
exodus. Yet over against this latter can be put Dr. Hall's 
statement that the exodus of Israel is identified with the 
Habiru who overran Canaan about 1390-1360 B. C.(1) (2). It 
is to be noticed that while Dr. Hall believes that the Israel- 
ites left Egypt with the Hyksos (1560 B.C.) or shortly after, 
he believes them to have lived a nomadic life of 200 years in 
the desert before entering Canaan with the rece Burney 
believes that the attacks were not limited to Palestine and 
accepts the logical consequence involved in such statements 
as Winckler's, and definitely disassociates tne Habiru 

from the group of Hebrews who entered Canaan under Joshua 

and connects it with a third Semitic migration, from their 
original home, probably in Arabia. 

The conclusion of the matter is that many scholars are 
willing to identify the Habiru with the Hebrews one way or 
another. Some claim that they were represented as Hebrews 
entering Palestine; others that they were a portion of the 
people leaving Egypt in advance of the main body; still others 
that they represented roving bands of Hebrews, in the wil- 
derness. And those inclined to the view that these Habiru 
represent Hebrews entering western Canaan under Joshua, be- 
cause, among other reasons, the chronology of this even 
Synchronizes with that of the Habiru invasion. Lastly there 
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1) Hall, Ancient History of Near Fast, pp. 407 ff. 

(2) Harold Wiener:"There is not a particle of evidence that 
the word Habiru is a translation of any Semitic language, 
or that the people are designated as Semites at all. fhi- 
lologists have yet to forge the first link in their chain 
ef proof.* 
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are those who declare that there is nothing etymologically 
for regarding the name Habiru as an equivalent of Hebrew. 
The most that can be said is that they were, like them, 
Semites, or more particularly Aramean invaders, probably an 
earlier wave of migration of the same race. 

J. W. Jack in his book, The Date of the Exodus, dates 
the Exodus during the Eighteenth Dynasty, about 1443 B. C¢., 
just after the long reign of nee ilts.,.2nd his .son 
Amenhotep II. He allows for the wilderness wanderings and 
makes the entry correspond with the abtacke of the sabi cd 
mentioned in the Tel-el-Amarna Tablets. (1) He makes Amen- 
hotep II the Pharaoh of the Exodus (1447-1420 B.C.) and 
Thutmose III the great oppressor. This is practically the 
view advocated by numerous Egyptologists of high repute; it 
seems to accord with the Biblical accounts, which seem to indi- 
cate that the Exodus followed not long after the death of the 
oppressor (Ex. 11.23; iv.19 (J)). Having at least documentary 
testimony, along with chronological and other evidence of the 
strongest kind, it seems to have solid ground beneath it. 

Many plausible things can be said in favor of connecting 
the Exodus with the reign of Thutmose III or some great mon- 
arch of the Eighteenth Dynasty. While it seems impossible 
to clear away all the difficulties we must give heed to 
some things most imperative. We do know that Thutmose III 
has been regarded as the mightiest of the Pharaohs. It 


was not until Amenhotep III (1411-1375 B. Cc. that there 
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were indications of coming trouble. Breasted calls him the 
‘last of the Great Emperors’, (1) | Under Amenhotep IV the cri- 
sis became acute and the Empire tottered. Breasted describes 
Egypt and its control in this period, both in Syria and Pal- 
estine. "The province of the Pharaohs had gradually passed 
out of Egyptian control, and in the south a complete state of 
anarchy had resulted, in which the hopeless Egyptian party 
gave up and attempted to maintain the authority of the Pha- 
raoh."(2) ‘this disastrous state of affairs was due to internal 
dissension in Egypt, the incapacity of the central government, 
and in particular the religious changes brought about by Ak- 
henaton, which shook the very foundations of the nation's 
stability. The time when this weakness commenced must be 
placed about 1400 B. C. And it was during this period of 
weakness that the invaders poured into the land, the Habiru, 
with which Dr. Jack identifies the Hebrews from Kadesh- 
Barnea. (3) Being closely connected with the trade routes, 
and knowing Egypt's indifference to her foreign possessions, 
the Israelites felt that they might now emerge from their 
desert wanderings, and take possession unhindered by the 
forces of the Pharaoh. 

Our knowledge of all this is confirmed by the collection 
of tablets which formed the archives of Tutankhamen's foreign 
office. These show that Egypt's hold was so loosening by 
1400 B. C. that any well organized force could take possession 
(1) Cambridge Ancient History, II, p. 25, 93. 


2» Pere; 
5) Jack, J. W. The Date of the Exodus, p. 165. 
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| of the land. That they did so is shown from the tablets of 
the Sa of the Habiru. This too is corroborated by 
cuneiform tablets discovered in the Canaanitish fortress 
at Tatanach, in the Plain of Esdraelon(1), by Dr. Sellin, 
which date from a period between Thutmose III and Akhenaton, 
some of which are dispatches from Egyptian traveling inspectors 
whose headquarters were at Gaza. The importance for our ar- 
gument is that they all tell the same story of Palestinian 
control falling to pieces about 1400-B. C. and passing from 
Egyptian hands. Breasted says, "The provinces of the Phar- 
aohs gradually passed out of Egyptian control and in the 
south there was a complete state of anarchy in which those 
who did not perish joined the enemy, while the empire itself 
was no more." 

We thus find that the later date theorists, who assert 
that it was impossible for Israelites to have sweaaee and 
taken possession of the land of Palestine before Ramses IIT, 
do not hold a historic fact. Those who hold the Amarna 
tneory claim that it was during this period of weakness and 
general anarchy that the invaders entered Palestine, among 
whom were the Israelites of Kadesh-Barnea, who left Egypt(2). 
There is evidence that this invasion continued for about 
three-quarters of a century as little was accomplished by 
Tutankhamen 's successors, or Ramses I, who headed the 
Nineteenth Dynasty. Tutankhamen tells of the impossibility 
of establishing the old imperian control in Syria. Of course 
the burden of proof is in the main to identify apaiabira with 
the Hebrews of the exodus.(3) The subject is the keenest 


Dew ae. GC. iti, p43. (2) Dr. H. Zimmern in quarterly state- 
ment of Pal. Exp. Fund. (3) Driver, Modern Research, p. 34. 
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26 
in Biblical archaeology, and the best scholars are divided. 
But there is good ground for Pei cvine that in these Amarna 
letters we have tribes of Israel entering the promised land. 
Many, however, hold that they came from the north; in this 
case they hardly could have been the Hebrews of the Exodus. 
But there are those who, if they abandoned this theory, would 
be compelled to place the exodus 200 years earlier. Besides, 
since we are told that there are philologically no great 
linguistic difficulties between the word Habiru and Hebrew 
it seems that we are shut up to the conclusion that they 
were Hebrews. 

But were tney the Hebrews of the exodus? If we accept 
the tradition accorded in the Old Testament records of the 
journey taken by Abraham and his nephew Lot from Ur, which 
has been identified by Assyriologists in South Babylonia, we 
also accept the Jacob stories, or that part of them which 
record migrations into the southern land of Goshen. Though 
only a branch of the Hebrew race, they took the name with 
then. When then we find Hebrews from the south, according 
to the Amarna letters, taking possession of the land, we have 
little difficulty in concluding who they are. Now Burney 
admits that they were southern invaders, and Hebrews, yet some 
came from the northeast, and so he connects them with the 
re-entering of Jacob, (1), a eve 700 years after Abraham's 
entry, 2090B. ¢., during which time the Joseph tribes had 
been dwelling in Goshen. But from the Biblical eres we 


1) Burney, Israel's Settlement in Canaan, pp.77-78. 
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have the account of a southern invasion as well as an eastern 
one from across the Jordan. And-the consensus of scholarship 
holds that it was this dualism which led to the development 

of the two kingdoms. One branch moved up from the south 

and the Joseph tribes proceeded PGR the way of Jericho. (1). 
So then the Habiru invasion both from the south and north 

need not conflict with the entry of the israelites. 


How long this conquest took we do not know. Many 


generations passed perhaps before they gained full possession 


of the land, for their leaving Egypt was followed by the 
powerful reigns of Thutmose IV and Amenhotep III who held 
Canaan rather securely. We have here perhaps the probable 
explanation of the forty years in the wilderness. Allowing, 
in accordance with Biblical chronology, a nomadic life of 


wandering, the exodus must, according to these scholars, have 


taken place about 1445 B. C., shortly after Amenhdep II 


ascended the throne. He became the Pharaoh of the exodus 


and his predecessor, Thutmose III the great oppressor. (2). 


1) Held by G. PF. Moore, H._P..Smith, Cc. F. Burney. 

e This view is advocated by numerous modern Archaeologists 
and is based on the Biblical account. It has recently 
been championed by J.W.Jack in his Date of the Exodus 
and is verified by excavations of Jericho which indicate 
the Amarna period as the latest date for its destruction, 
according to Sellen and Watzinger. 
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Chapter IV 


RAMSES AND MERNEPTAH. 1292 B. C. - 1215 B. CG. 


The late date of the traditionalists is asserted on 
the ground that archaeological evidence proves the exodus = 
have taken place during the Nineteenth Dynasty. Those who 
hold this theory regard Ramses II (1292-1250 B. ¢.) as the 
great oppressor, and the exodus as having taken place during 
the reign of his son Merneptah (1235-1215 B. C.), or even 
later still, during the reign of one of his immediate suc- 
cessors. 

to support this theory they hold that the store city 
Ramses was built by the Israelites (Exodus i.11)--"and 
they built for Pharaoh store-cities, Pithom and Ramses"; 
and that the exodus must have happened afterwards (Exodus 
xii.57)--"And the children of Israel journeyed from Ramses 
tee Succoth", etc. It is the belief of this school that the 
Pharaoh who caused the building of these store-cities was 
the Pharaoh of the oppression. 

In 18835 Naville found at Tel-El-Maskhuta, in the valley 
of Tumilat, remains of the store houses of Pithom (Egyptian 
word, Petom -- "house of Edom") (1); and near it on Tel Rotab 
Flinders Petrie discovered the second city Ramses, named 
"the house of Ramses, in front of whose temple a king 
himself is represented in the act of slaying with his own 
hands a Syrian. Naville, who excavated Pithom, found no 
evidence of a town of any importance on that site before; 


_ (1) Naville, fhe Store-city of Pithom and the Route of 


the Exodus. 
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and its name, from evidence inscribed on a pillar which was 
set there by Ptolemy Philadelphus, continues until at least 
250. Bs ¢. The name of the other city Ramses suggests that 
it might have been built by Ramses II since the only earlier 
king of that name reigned less than two years; an insufficient 
time for the building of a city. But this is on the hypo- 
thesis that the king whose name the city takes was living at 
the time the city was built. F. Petrie, who discovered this 
city in the winter of 1905-06, eight miles west of Pitnhom, 
holds it to be the ancient city of Ramses.. It appears to 
have been used from the time of Ramses II and Petrie is sure 
it fills all the requirements for that ancient city. Besides 
there seem to be indications from Exodus i.1l that the 
Pharaoh of the oppression were the ones who built the store- 
city cities of Pithom and Ramses. 

For a long time it was thought by many that hadsés ES, 
the most energetic ruler of the Nineteenth dynasty, a great 
conqueror and builder, who covered Egypt with temples the 
remains of which are still to be found at Luxor and Karnak, 
was the Pharaoh of the Exodus. Ramses II would have been 
just such a man as to have enforced projects by slave labor; 
and as in the instance of Pithom, Syrian slaves. Besides, it 
has been held that at both Pithom and Ramses ruined bricks 
bearing his name have been found; though late authorities 
claim that they had no such good fortune. Ramses, fearing 
the increasing number of foreigners, took this method of 
making them characteristically a race of women that the 


danger of a revolt might be lessened. 
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We do gain some knowledge of the methods of slavery 
used in this period from the Beni Hassen tombs, in which a 
man is shown on his face while an official rains blows on 
his back. (1) In a tomb at the pyramids and at Thebes we have 
a picture of a superintendent beating a workingman. And on 
the north wall of the temple of Karnak there is a picture of 
Seti I, father of Ramses II, returning from a victory in Sy- 
ria. Behind him follow captives of different types, arms be- 
hind them and ropes around their necks. ‘These men were doubt- 
less used to build the Canal. Another picture is of captive 
workmen in brick fields. The men are getting the mud from 
the river Nile, and carrying it in a basket; later with wood- 
en frames they are pressing the mud into shape. ‘There too is 
the ever-present taskmaster, with his rod, and even upon the 
art workmen carving inscriptions--down comes the lash upon 
naked backs. these pictures are of the time of Seti I, and 
his son Ramses II, and the men are represented as building 
the public works in Egypt. We are not able to identify tne 
Israelites in the pictures, but we can see how the work was 
done. Seti I reigned over Se etke aces and his famous son 
and successor carried on the work of his father. 

It is exceedingly difficult to identify Ramses II as 
the aeeren sar of the exodus Israelites because many of the 
questions which must be asked cainot be satisfactorily an- 
swered, and many plausible things that can be said of the 


great monarchs of the Nineteenth dynasty can also be related 


(1) Harper, Bible and Modern Discoveries. 
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to the time of Thutmose III. However, side by side with the 
Biblical statement that "Israel built Pithom" we must put 
Ramses II's inscription, discovered in 1923 by Dr. Fisher 

at Beisan, near the Sea of Galilee, which contains a refer- 
ence to the building of the Town of Ramses in the delta, 

in which Semites are stated to have taken part.(1) These 

two statements seem to be mentioning the same city. Would 
this fragmentary evidence from the Egyptian monument lead 

us to conclude that Ramses II was the oppressor? 

That the city existed we have Egyptian evidence; but, 
as Dr. Hall states, "the name Ramses may have been confirmed 
by a scribe writing long after the Mosaic period." He 
believes that it does not follow that it was so called when 
it was built, or even that its foundations were laid as 
late as Ramses II. Ramses II strengthened various towns 
in his day and there is abundant evidence to nes that it 
was his habit to erase his predecessor's name and to substi- 
tute his own. Since, argues Dr. Hall, we are not sure who 
built it, we cannot use it for a date of the exodus, Pro- 
fessor Peet, too, believes that ‘there is little evidence to 
regard the site as the city of Ramses and nothing to prove 


the name of it, or that its founder was Ramses II.(2); but 


one 


Gardner thinks that the Ramses of the oppression is to be iden- 


tified with the city, or else it is a town unknown to Egyptian 


monuments the existence of which is merely postulated. (3). 


(1) Jack, Date of the Exodus, p. 22. 


(2) Peet, Egypt and the Old Testament, 83. 
(3) Gardner, The Delta Residence of the Ramses. 
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Similar arguments are given for Pithom. The name is 
first found in. the records of fue i eateeath dynasty. In 
Egyptian papyri there is a letter dated in the eighth year 
of the reign of Merneptah, telling of Bedawin tribes passing 
to feed flocks near the pool of Pi-tum. The site is not 
settled. Naville believes he discovered it when in 18835 
at Tel el Maskuta on the railroad line between Zigzag and Suez, 
along with excavations of temples and storecnambers. There 
are those who do not admit Naville's conclusions, such as 
Peet, Gardner, etc. "Pithom is found only on two inscriptions; 
and the store chambers," Peet says,"are nothing more than the 
foundation walls of a fortress." Some, who have rejected 
this place as Pithom, place it eight and a half miles farther 
west, the place Petrie has taken for Ramses. 

Previous to this, Merneptah, in the fifth year of his 
reign, 1220 B. C., set up a hymn of victory on the pillar of 
the funeral temple of Thebes, which had been erected by his 
father. This hymn, discovered by Petrie in 1896, is the 
only writing outside of the Bible which mentions Israel by 
name. On this monument it is stated that "Ysir'al (Israel) 
is desolated, her seed is not."(1) The reference is a 
genuine one, as is admitted by practically all Egyptologists, 
but it does not shed light on the Exodus and creates only 
further difficulties, in some minds. The Israel here 
mentioned is not in Egypt, but is connected with people and 
places in Phoenicia and Palestine. If we accept the exodus 


as having occurred in the third year of his reign, as do 


(1) Breasted, Ancient Records, III, p. 264. 
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some, remembering that perhaps only the Joseph tribes were in 
Egypt, we might conclude that these were they who had made 

an exodus and with whom Gerreatss fought. if es Merneptah 
be the Pharaoh of Exodus xiv. 25-28, he was not drowned in’ 
the Red Sea, but was puried with his predecessors, and his 
mummy is in the Gizeh museum at Cairo, 

Driver believes that Merneptah was jin all probabilities 
the Pharaoh of the exodus, and that the inscriptions found by 
Petrie in 1896 containing the earliest mention of Israel 
suggest it. Brugsch in his history of Egypt(1) describes an 
inscription at Karnak which relates how Merneptah in the fifth 
year of his rule gained at Prosopis a great victory over the 
Libyans, who had invaded the Delta with a large body of allies. 
This one is but a repetition of that found by Petrie, with addi- 
tions which describe the land at peace. In discussing the in- 
scription Driver avers that the terms in which Merneptah speaks 
of Israel are surprising. It is difficult, he believes, to 
avoid the inference that, though the Bible represents Jacob and 
his sons going down into Egypt, and makes no mention of any of 
his descendants returning till after the exodus, some Israel- 
ites must have remained in Palestine all the time, or have 
returned hither at the end of the famine. Since the Bib- 
lical accounts of the exodus are not contemporary and the 
writers to whom we owe them concentrated their attention iy 
those Israelites who made their escape, they may not have 
known a thing about their brethren already in Palestine. 


However this may be, the inscription raises more questions 
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than it answers, so briver holds himself somewhat in suspense 
and hopes that future discoveries will clear up the problem. (1) 
At best I think we must say that the evidence for this 
period is inconclusive. To begin with what did Petrie find? 
Only some small objects from burials, a temple wall bearing 
in relief a scene in which Ramses II slaughters prisoners 
before the god "Tum, Lord of Theku", a stele of the same king 
recording defeats inflicted on the Bedawin, a double statuette 
of Raamses II and a god Tum, together with some foundation 
deposits of Ramses III. It is Peet who says that there is 
not a particle of evidence for identifying this site with the 
recovered. Moreover the Biblical story does not make it 
at all certain that Ramses lay in the land Goshen, as there 
is a geographical confusion underlying the early chapters of 
Exodus. The excavator's claim that "this was a store city of 
Ramses II" is without foundation. That the inscription 
found on the site which mentions an official whose title 
is one which the excavators translate "overseer of the 
granaries* but which is in reality the common title "over- 
seer of the foreign land". Finally that all through the Nine- 
teenth dynasty people of Syria were employed by kings on the 
public works. Among them were people called "Pru" which some 
have thought to be Hebrews yet we must also remember that 
they were also employed by Ramses IV. Finally Cook says that 
Ramses may have been an old name dating back from the time of 
Ahmose, the first king of the Thirteenth Dynasty. 
(1) Driver, Modern Research, 38. ) 
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If there is one firmly rooted idea in the popular mind 
with regard to the Exodus it is that the Pharaoh eaece whom 
it took place was Merneptah. The discovery of his mumiy 
does not disprove it, for there is no reason why his body 
should not pare been recovered from the sea and brought back 
for burial. Yet the evidence for this period is so flimsy 
that it is difficult to see how the belief could have arisen. 
Yet the popular hypothesis of an exodus under Merneptah was 
regarded as an established fact when the great victory Stele 
at Thebes was discovered by Petrie in 1896, But after all 


there seems to be little to say in its favor. 
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Chapter V 
THE LATEST DATE THEORY. 1100 B. C. 


Erdmanns suggests that the descent into Egypt did not 
take place until after the reign of Merneptah, and this is 
worthy of mentioning. To do so he tries to identify the 
Hebrews with the famous ‘'Aperu' of the Egyptian monuments and 
especially as found in a passage of Papyrus (Harris 500) which 
was written during the Twentieth Dynasty. It is contained 
in a folk lore story about the siege of Joppa under Thotmes 
III but does not indicate whether the people mentioned be- 
longed to the Egyptian army or are the inhabitants of Joppa. 
However in two other papyri in the Museum of Leyden of the 
time of Ramses II these people are represented as engaged 
in dragging stones up for the temple. And finally in the 
time of Ramses IV we find on a rock stele in the quarries of 
the Hammamat valley that "800 Aperu of the Anu-troops" took 
part in the expedition. (1) 

The question which arises is: Are these people Hebrews? 
Their position as forced laborers makes them extremely attrac- 
tive. "Philologically," says Peet, "it is difficult to say; 
chronologically the difficulty is practically insuperable." 
With the exception of Erdmanns no scholar to-day postulates a 
date later than Merneptah for the exodus, and yet there are 
'Aperu' still in Egypt in the reign of Ramses III and iV, 
which would bring it down to 1160 B. C. 

To conclude their argument those who hold this date 


assert that it was during this period that we find in Egypt 


2) Jack, Date of the Exodus, De Sov. 
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weakness and general anarchy which ended the Nineteenth dy- 
nasty and caused the abandoning. of the land of the pharaohs 

of all their associated dependencies. They argue that since 
we have no records of Hebrews colliding with the Egyptians in 
their conquest of Palestine, and knowing that Egyptian influ- 
ence was felt in Palestine till after the time of the eleventh 
century we can infer that the Israelites were not then serious 
ly taking possession of the land. Consequently the entry 
must have taken place after that date. 

The answer to all this seems to be that the Hebrew 
settlement took place slowly and involved only limited terri- 
tory. The statement in Judges i.28 indicated that the 
Israelites were content to settle down beside those whom they 
invaded.after a rather peaceful penetration. The Israelites 
were only a handful as compared with the Canaanites. Too, we 
have a list of cities which could not be Sopa red and which 
remained outside of Israel's possession until quite late, 
at least for several centuries. Besides, the stele or Ramses, 
in regard to the 'Aperu' which indicates Egyptian possession 
of these men in a late period, is not inconsistent with the 
Biblical records and is no argument against Israelite ae 
ment in the land previous to that time. Again, we know that 
part of the lowlands were held by forces not Israelitish 
until about David's time. Cook thinks that it is exceedingly 
Significant that when Saul and vavid began to set up a monar- 
chy all Israel was practically under foreign domination. It 
may be that Ramses did not come into contact during his 


campaigns with the Israelites because they occupied the 
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narrow highlands and the Pharaohs-.were more interested with 
the Syrians and the Hittites in the North. "Tt sounds signi- 


ficant," says Cook, "that Israel did not elect a king of 
their own until the legitimate lordship over Egypt had passed ; 
away, and dominence had ceased in Asia. And for this reason that 
the Israelites could not have been in Palestine at the time 


of the late Egyptian Nineteenth dynasty seems inconclusive." 
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SUMMARY 


Perhaps no portion of Egyptian history has been more 
brightly illuminated by discoveries of late years than that 
in which the sojourn and the exodus of Israel must have taken 
place. With regard to the main fact that at some time or 
other certain of the peoples who subsequently became known 
as the Hebrews dwelt in Egypt for a period, and afterwards 
entered or re-entered Canaan there is hardly a dissenting 
voice. that Egyptian records contain no records of the so- 
journ does not in the least affect the problem, for in the 
first place our records are far from complete; in the second 
place the sojourn may have been on so small a scale that the 
Egyptians never thought it worthy of recording; and in the 
third place the Delta which was the scene of the events is 
still almost a closed book to us in early times; at least 
nine-tenths of our records come from and refer to Upper Egypt. 

From the Hebrew point of view a strong confirmation of 
the historicity of the sojourn is to be found in the fact 
that a period of slavery in a foreign country is not an event 
of which any people would be particularly proud, and it is 
the very last type ei netaent which they would take the 
erent ke to invent. It is one which even though it had 
happened would tend to drop out of their traditions. That 
it did not do so is due to the remarkable fact that they 
closely connected it with the most important event in their 


religious history -- God's revelation of Himself to them under 


a 


cosbtoni-aend @ach etotass aikeurcall 0: “execnde 

a ox aeuas Biaay atst to agixevosalb a Peo ’ 
# owed tuum foozel te evboxe ssity bas coolant 
aaa grpe 3@ Jedd dost aten edt of tiregen lw 
a poeple elscsupsadua ostw asiqoeg edd to, iene << ca 
—" bas ,boiiey £ tot Sgqygi at tlowh awetdoh anid 
_ agai & gibisd ef etedt aseasd bstedne-91 TO be 


:) 


4 oe , 
Ma 


ia Sat WG abtooset of niatnos abuooes asiiqyat test - +90i0) a 


ais ot 10% aside tg eid Jo9TYa tesel oAt ak tom asob 


3 + ent at ‘sijefysiog mOtt ist ete sbhbiecer wo etalg tetk 
5 is seas eens & iicsm o8 io sgod sven em Hivoles edt soats 
eZ cL _ 
oat ait bas 2gchbx009t to yAttow FE tiguodd tever enatiqy a 


Binevs sit To oneoe sis caw noisdw atiod st sosig & 
» taeot $e Ssemit pitas mt au oF aod boeolo s saomls if; 


“Segq0- af “etet bie mort suo sbrooes awe to ard codon 


‘30 Boftamsittnds ygoorss z.wsiv to tutow we1de edt mort 


(Ga od mt brifvot od oF Bf uxuOLoa ort to vstotrote ta 


7 h i . - - va “a By is 
weeve Ue don af yilnvos ngisict s ni ytevsfa te Sofie « te 


. si si one ,bso%y yiteluoiitad ed biluow slqoeq yne dokdw 


Sid stst Siow ~ois doidw tasbtiont to sqyt taal ¥tsy¥ 


Ban Ff Meavods asve doliiw ano ai 41 asvak oF aldue 
a. r 


Sad? 


~sasvitibert tieHt to tuo qoxh ot Bast Sivaw beneqga 


Yes tant togt eidsdisaet oft of gwi ai os Ob ton BID 
< a J > 


aie? ni disve duaitogmt teem sdy ddiw 3b betéamaroo gis £9 


saan mons af ticesif to cotfslevet alpen «a yrosain avoky. ‘fs 


. 


the name Yahweh, and the establishment of a covenant between 
Him and His people. 

We now know that the compiler of the Pentateuch as we 
now have it had before him two or more versions of tradi- 
tions, and after the naive manner of the early chroniclers 
he either set down both side by side, ignoring their incon- 
patibility, or made selections from both and wove them into 
a single document. These versions are distinguished from 
one another not only by unmistakable peculiarities of style, 
but also by the fact that each was written with some definite 
point in view. It is thus easy to break up the Pentateuch 
into the various documents from which it was compiled, and 
also to ascertain the rough date of the original composition 
of these documents. 

-We find that the documents are three in number; the two 
oldest of these are known as J and EB respectively, J having 
been composed in Judah in the ninth century, and E in the 
north kingdom in the eighth century, B. C. P was written 
at some period of the exile and the century which followed. 
It comes from a priestly school and is interested in history 
mainly, in so far as it bears on the origin of the various 
ceremonies of the Jewish religion. | 

The probable compilation follows: during the seventh 
century an editor combined J and EH with unimportant additions 
of his own. A later editor combined with this the discourse 
of Deuteronomy, and finally in the fourth or fifth century a 
still later compiler combined the results with P, using P 


as the framework of his narrative and giving the Pentateuch, 
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if we allow slight later additions, its present form. ‘Thus 
there is nothing unique about Ree trait ulas of the early 
Hebrews except the fact that they have come down to us in so 
complete a form. Every nation has its body of tradition. 

Of course tradition is often incorrect in detail; its 
chronology is generally poor; it telescopes and duplicates; 
and its geography is rarely consistent. But in most cases 
in which archaeology is permitted to test the CENTRAL FACT the 
traditions have been found to contain some kernel of truth. 
In this case we may consider it highly probable that in some 
period of history of the Hebrews some tribes did actually 
visit Egypt and sojourn there, and afterwards return to 
Canaan. The fact became part of a tradition preserved by 
this tribe, or tribes, from whence it passed into the general 
tradition of the nebrews. 

A belief in the fact of the sojourn, and the exodus, 
does not, however, involve of necessity belief in any detail 
with which they are invested in the Biblical narratives. It 
is probable that a very simple story became incrusted with ac- 
cretions of a late date. Nothing gives the narratives an 
air of accuracy more than the abundant Egyptian local color- 
ing with which it is invested. Again and again this has 
been appealed to in proof of the historicity of the story. 
And while it is a strong cne, it is becoming evident that the 
compiler of the narratives knew less than has been imagined 
of the Egypt of the period of the sojourn, as is to be seen 


by the Biblical chronology and the use of personal names. 
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Yet because it is in this degree unsatisfactory this does 
not prove it untrue but merely that the writers were ignorant 
and lacked close acquaintance with the facts. . 

That an Exodus occurred cannot be doubted. It is only 
when we come to the nature and the Beate of the movement that 
difficulties beset us. The Biblical accounts are heavily 
biased on the Hebrew side and we must be prepared to. reject 
the later embellishments of the story, and to imagine the 
actual events of a much more humble nature; and any attempt 
to fix its date and route must unfortunately be based on 
@ priori evidence. 

Our search in this paper has led us to results that many 
times seem negative and we seem to be balked for lack of 
information. Egyptian sources never mention the Israelites, 
end while the Tel-el-Amarna letters do mention a people who 
may be Hebrews, they in this case need not be those who came 
out of Egypt. The Biblical sources do not give us the means 
of settling the point raised by the letters, for we never | 
discern there what is the relation of the tribes of the 
Exodus to the tribes afterwards known as Israel. Only one 
thing is clear, the exodus from Egypt did not include the whole 
of these latter. 

The two main schools of thought are: those which’ identi- 
fy the Khabiru, or part of them, with the Hebrews of the 
exodus, thus obtaining a date of about 1400 B. C., and those 
who believe that the building of the Israelites of the store 
cities of Ramses II and the Exodus to his successor Merneptah 


akbout--2220-B. -¢. Neither school has evidence to prove 
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its case, and both may be wrong. If the ‘Aperu! are the 
Hebrews we must either adopt Erdmanns ' view that the Israel- 
ites only entered Egypt after the fifth year of Merneptah, or 
we must suppose that some of the Hebrews remained behind in 
Egypt after the exodus of the main body, a supposition which, 
though the Biblical narratives lend no color to it, some 
scholars are prepared to accept. Yet the philological 
equivalence of Hebrews cha pee not perfect and it is 
safer to refuse to accept on present evidence the identity 
of the two people. 

"In any case the facts are inconclusive," says §S. A. 
Coon (1). They may be marshalled so as to make seeming 
discrepancies though not to make absolute contradictions. 
At least they do aid in discovering a possible way in which 
the Biblical statements may be said to be true. : Excava- 
tions are pouring a flood of light on the pages of the com- 
mentators and lending aid to interpretation. Hebrew history 
is being set in the facts of its environment as the narratives 
are attested by archaeological observation. Indeed we can 
accept no sure theory until attested by all the facts. Here 
and there we are given glimpses into various departments of 
investigation, but all we seem able to do is to show whether 
the situations are possible at the time to which they are 
assigned, and even this seems to be beyond our present re- 
sources. | 

As to the material confirming the earliest theories of 


J and HE we have three main theories. Each has something 


oe 


(1) S.A. Cook, Cambridge Ancient History, vol. III, p. 357. 
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in its favor and should any of them be justified the accounts 
of the Bible will only be made more secure. The landmarks 
advancing these theories are quite evident, and nothing is 
surely proved as to what period the eee re and the exo- 
dus might have taken place in. _ Sarcophagus, stele, papyri, 


and tablets speak in clear accents; writing and inscriptions 


have yielded much history; tombs have given us chronologies-- 


but not always correct. Many of the works are one-sided, 


tending to glorify the Pharaohs, but the Hebrews appear in 
a light undreamed of by Biblical scholars a generation ago. 
In other words archaeology has given us a new background. 
It does not prove or disprove the Old Testament records, 
but only places them in a new light. And while Hgypt has 
yielded rich inscriptions, tablets, and other records of the 
ancient past which have brought their civilization to life 
again, all seem to be too fresh and undigested to make any 


one conclusion completely acceptable to scholars. But 
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Egypt is only half excavated, material is constantly increasing, 


one discovery is aiding another, ana light may appear on any 
inscription, or papyri. So after separating later accretions 
from the earliest records, removing all the elaborations, we 
still have material upholding the exodus and the story of 


the stay in Egypt is not to be doubted. 
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